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belief in self-government—those are the val-
ues we believe in and they are the values that 
those we remember today believed in as well. 

This is a day to keep in mind that there is 
a great and profound difference between the 
use of force to liberate and the use of force to 
enslave. 

And this is a day to recommit ourselves to 
our love of our country. Let us join together 
and appreciate America’s history and stand 
firm in support of our institutions and the du-
ties of citizenship. This is a day to look to the 
future. 

A great deal of learning in our nation has 
traditionally taken place when families gather 
around the kitchen table at mealtime. I hope 
that beginning tonight all American families will 
take time to discuss today’s events around the 
dinner table. Talk together about what it 
means to be a citizen of this great nation. 
Share your thoughts with each other about 
what the events of today mean to you, your 
family and friends. 

John Winthrop, one of the Pilgrims who 
came to this new world, described it as a 
‘‘shinning city upon a hill.’’

Today, with our prayers, we remember 
those who are gone. Let us also direct our ef-
forts to ensure, for our sake and for the sake 
of those yet to come, that this shining city on 
a hill will remain a beacon of freedom and 
hope that will forever reach out to embrace 
the aspirations and dreams of all the people of 
the world.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, a year ago today, a radical, Islamic terrorist 
group seized four aircraft, turning them into 
deadly weapons and killing thousands of de-
fenseless people. Today, we continue to 
mourn the loss of those victims, and honor 
those who, with great bravery and instilled 
sense of duty, risked their lives to protect our 
people. 

Yet while we reflect on this day, one year 
ago, we cannot look back. Throughout the his-
tory of America, we have been a forward-look-
ing Nation, striving for excellence and finding 
strength in our love of country. America is a 
God-fearing land, and because of this, our Na-
tion has been blessed mightily. 

These attacks have been compared to De-
cember 7, 1941, when Pearl Harbor was also 
struck from the sky. At the end of that day, 
America was devastated and struck with the 
great sorrow of this tragedy. Yet as history so 
aptly tells us, America’s resurgence brought 
forth the liberation of the world, and global 
peace for decades. 

Today, as we look out across our land, we 
will see America at its most glorious hour. We 
will see the spirit of America at every cere-
mony, in every city and on the face of all 
Americans. It was the spirit of America that 
got us through that fateful day one year ago, 
and it will be this spirit that will carry us 
through for years to come. 

It is contagious, this American spirit. Last 
year, as our firefighters, police officers and 
rescue workers sacrificed to save lives, the 
American spirit shined. As our military men 
and women headed overseas to defend our 
country, the American spirit shined. As Ameri-
cans across our land joined together in unity 
and with a renewed sense of patriotism, the 
American spirit shined. 

This is America, and faith and freedom will 
always be our call. That is what makes us 
unique. That is what makes us a people of 

great pride and resiliency. And that is what 
makes us a target. Yet in the end, America 
endures. 

Today the war on terrorism is progressing, 
but it will take time. As the President has said 
many times—this is a faceless enemy that we 
fight, and determination and perseverance will 
be our keys to victory. In the end our victory 
will once again bring about global peace. 

So as we reflect on that tragic day, one year 
ago, and mourn the loss of so many of our fel-
low Americans, be rest assured that our brave 
military men and women overseas are getting 
the job done, and making America proud. 

I commend and thank our military men and 
women for their sacrifices and bravery as they 
protect the Homeland. They are picking up 
where the heroes of September 11th left off—
defending America, and fighting for the free-
doms that we are willing to die for. The terror-
ists who attack us operate out of hatred—ha-
tred of our freedom, hatred of our faith, and 
hatred of our liberty. Yet in the end, it will be 
our faith, freedom and love of liberty that will 
ultimately defeat them. 

May God Bless the United States. 
Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

OTTER). Without objection, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the con-
current resolution. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the concurrent resolu-
tion. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

COMMEMORATING 9–11 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 

prejudice to the resumption of legisla-
tive business, under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2001, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
today America is reflecting on the 
events of 9–11, as we should; and it is a 
time to remember. It is a time to re-
member those who lost their lives and 
to remember those, like the firemen 
and the police, who gave their lives 
trying to save others. It is a time for 
rage, as we have heard, and a time for 
reflection, a time for pride and a time 
for anger. What it is not, however, is a 
time for mourning. That time is over. 

Today, I join with all of those who 
solemnly commemorate this anniver-
sary. Heartfelt commemoration, I sug-
gest, is not enough. We must consider 
not just what happened a year ago, as 
we have been hearing for the last hour; 
but instead we must find and discover 
and talk about and we must make de-
terminations about why 9–11 happened. 

As a Nation, we are now engaged in a 
historic global conflict with a vile 
enemy who slaughters innocent people 
by the thousands and then makes sanc-
timonious references to God. Talk 
about blasphemy. I do not know if bin 
Laden is dead or alive; but I do know 
that when he dies he will burn in hell, 
and it is our job to get him there as 
quickly as possible. 

Our President laid down a battle plan 
that brought the liberation of Afghani-
stan and will soon rid the world of 
threats like that of Saddam Hussein. 
This is a result of 9–11 one year ago, 
but it did not start one year ago. 

The first order of business is for us to 
recognize that the murderous attack 
on us in New York and at the Pentagon 
was not an act of God, nor was it a nat-
ural phenomenon. It did not just hap-
pen; nor, let me add, was it just a case 
of bad luck. 

The slaughter of our fellow citizens 
need not have happened. It was some-
thing that would not have happened 
had certain people done things dif-
ferently, had certain government poli-
cies been different, had certain Federal 
agencies and Departments been given 
different marching orders. In short, 9–
11 need not have happened, and it is 
imperative that the American people 
look closely at the policies, the sys-
tems, and yes, the people which led to 
9–11 to ensure that something like this 
never happens again. 

What policies am I talking about? 
Let us start with the fundamentals or, 
if you will, the fundamentalists. Of the 
19 hijackers on 9–11, 16 were Saudis or 
held Saudi passports. America’s rela-
tionship with Saudi Arabia is complex 
but not as unfathomable as some would 
have us believe. 

In the Cold War, we worked closely 
with the Saudi royal family; and to be 
fair, they were our loyal allies. They 
helped us finance anti-Communist 
projects that were of immense impor-
tance to our national security in the 
days when the Soviet Union was spend-
ing billions of dollars to bury us. Saudi 
help was vital on a number of fronts so 
there was reason for us then to be 
grateful; and, yes, there is reason 
today for us to be grateful. 

What they did to help us in the past, 
however, does not excuse what they are 
doing today that threatens us. Times 
have changed, and dramatically so. If 
our policy towards Saudi Arabia does 
not change significantly, there will be 
a heavy price to pay in the future, if we 
have not already paid enough. 

Relying on low oil prices and on 
Saudi largesse for special Cold War 
projects left us dependent upon them, 
and who is them, who are we talking 
about? We are talking about the royal 
family, the royal family of Saudi Ara-
bia that is autocratic and over the 
years has become fat and incompetent 
and in many ways cowardly. However, 
again, they helped us defeat an enemy 
intent on destroying us, Communism. 
So we paid special attention to the 
Saudis. 
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Instead of pushing for democratic re-

form and human rights, we let the 
Saudis, and because of their influence 
much of the Muslim world in general, 
we let them off the hook in our push 
for democracy and human rights. 

In the short term, it makes sense. In 
the long term, it has had a dramati-
cally bad impact, negative impact. 
Young people in that part of the world 
have suffered under despots and crooks; 
yet we Americans in that part of the 
world continually talk about stability, 
when what we should be pushing for is 
democratic reform and the opening of 
closed societies. 

Entrenched regimes, royal and sec-
ular, have been brutal and corrupt. Is 
it any wonder that young people in a 
large chunk of the world turn to Is-
lamic fundamentalism as their ideal-
istic alternative? In their corrupt 
world, radical Muslims have been the 
only ones offering a morally based al-
ternative, but radical Islam is not a 
positive force. It is tyrannical, arro-
gant and malevolent.

Right here we should note that most 
forms of religious extremism are equal-
ly reprehensible and that radical Islam 
should not be singled out. Although 
limited to a few loud voices, a drum-
beat started right at September 11 to 
paint all Muslims as the enemy of the 
United States and of the West. That 
drumbeat started the moment those 
planes hit the World Trade towers; but 
thanks to our wise President, we did 
not succumb to a strategy of hate. 

bin Laden wanted us to retaliate 
against Muslims in general, which 
would have polarized hundreds of mil-
lions of people against us, many of 
whom would have ended up supporting 
bin Laden and his terrorists as their 
saviors. As I say, we did not fall into 
that trap. 

By the way, just to put things in per-
spective, in the decade leading up to 9–
11, Muslim people saw their fellow Mus-
lims being ethnically cleansed, raped 
and murdered in Bosnia by thugs call-
ing themselves Christians. They saw 
their fellow Muslims repressed and 
murdered by the tens of thousands in 
Kashmir by people who called them-
selves Hindus and cut down in the Mid-
dle East by the Israeli Army. Hundreds 
of thousands of non-combatant Mus-
lims have lost their lives due to the ac-
tions of governments controlled by 
people of other faiths. So from their 
perspective, Islamic people are no more 
terrorists than others. 

In the West, all we see is the fright-
ening picture of planes flying into 
buildings and suicide bombers blowing 
up Pizza Huts in Israel. So the first 
policy we need to change is that which 
has us tolerating dictatorship and cor-
rupt governments in Muslim countries 
in order to maintain stability. Working 
with Russia, which is now our friend 
and trying to build a democratic soci-
ety, let us break our dependency on oil 
from unfriendly and democratic and 
undemocratic anti-Western govern-
ments. Let us seek out reformers in the 

Arab and Muslim world. Let us demand 
free elections and freedom of speech 
and press as well as religious tolerance 
in those Muslim countries. 

Back to Saudi Arabia. Over the last 2 
decades, the Saudi establishment has 
dealt with the rise of their homegrown 
religious extremists by ignoring them, 
giving them a free hand overseas and 
by sending them to Afghanistan.

b 1530 

Their extremists are called Wahabis. 
Those folks are on the outer limits of 
Islam. They are the ones who insist 
that women must cover themselves 
from head to foot. Now, that is okay if 
women voluntarily accept this reli-
gious mandate. Instead, however, the 
Wahabis act as if they have the right 
to control everybody, even those who 
do not accept their particular view, 
claiming to have an infallible insight 
about the wishes of God. They beat 
women with sticks if so much as their 
ankles are showing. They feel free to 
commit violence against people of 
other faiths and to prevent anyone 
with a different belief in God, even 
other Muslims, from worshipping and 
living their lives as they see fit. 

This is the most radical of all Muslim 
sects. Instead of standing up to this re-
ligious gangsterism, the Saudi royal 
family allowed them to establish their 
base of operations in Saudi Arabia and 
to export Wahabi radicalism through-
out the world, with the help, of course, 
of billions of petrol dollars. 

One of the places not just influenced 
but under the control of the Wahabis 
was Afghanistan. The Taliban was not 
an indigenous religious sect of Afghani-
stan. That is the mistake so many peo-
ple make. They represented a trans-
planted Wahabism. Transplanted from? 
Where else. Saudi Arabia. 

These crazies did not represent the 
character and/or the values of the Af-
ghan people. The Afghan people are de-
vout in their faith but they are not fa-
natic. They pray and are grateful to 
God, but they do not feel compelled to 
have everyone else pray, much less feel 
compelled to compel that everyone else 
pray just like they pray. 

I have seen this tolerance firsthand, 
even in the most desolate regions of 
that distant land. Years ago, 14 or 15 
years ago, actually, I was in Afghani-
stan with a mujahedin unit, the 
mujahedin being the fighters against 
the Soviet occupation. During long 
treks across the desert, the small 
group of mujahedin fighters I was with 
would stop and pray five times a day. 
They would get on their knees and 
they would pray, and they would thank 
God for everything that they had. I 
might add that they had little. We did 
not even have a good clean glass of 
water, much less the provisions of food 
that could keep people healthy. Yet 
these people were grateful for every-
thing. 

It caused me reason to pause to think 
that here in the United States we have 
so much and how rarely people think 

about how grateful they should be for 
what we have. But here were these peo-
ple, under attack by the Soviets, on 
their knees praying. But there were 
many other people in the surrounding 
area and with our group. About half of 
them were not part of the praying dur-
ing those prayer sessions. They stood 
there. 

What impressed me is that those who 
were praying felt perfectly com-
fortable. They were fulfilling their ob-
ligations to God but did not feel 
threatened by these others who were 
not praying and who were not com-
pelled to participate. That was the es-
sence of the Afghans. Grateful to God, 
devoted to God, but not fanatics who 
were trying to suppress other people 
into some sort of religious dictator-
ship. 

The Taliban in Afghanistan, of 
course, was totally different than the 
type of attitude I am talking about. 
And it was not a result of the suscepti-
bility of the people to the Taliban’s 
form of Islam as much as it was a re-
sult, meaning the Taliban’s ascension 
to power, was not a result of what is 
naturally in the Afghan people’s 
hearts, but instead, I believe, the result 
of a deal between Saudi Arabia, Paki-
stan, and, unfortunately, the United 
States. 

It, of course, goes back to the Cold 
War, when the United States was help-
ing the Afghan freedom fighters in 
their struggle against the Soviet army 
that occupied their country. The 
Saudis were helping, too. Now we 
helped, and we can be proud of that. 
The Saudis were also helping, but as I 
discovered, it was not quite that sim-
ple. 

As I was hiking through Afghanistan 
with that mujahedin unit heading to-
wards the battle of Jalalabad, which 
was one of the last battles the Soviets 
participated in in Afghanistan, we 
came across an encampment of white 
tents. These were very expensive tents. 
There were off-road vehicles there. The 
people were well fed, well clothed. And 
I was told by my mujahedin fellow free-
dom fighters to keep my mouth shut 
and to speak no English because this 
was an encampment of a crazy psycho-
pathic killer, a Saudi named bin 
Laden, and bin Laden would kill all of 
us if he knew there was an American 
with the group because he hated Amer-
ica as much as he hated the Com-
munists. 

And much of the support that the 
Saudis gave to the Afghan freedom 
fighters was right there. It was actu-
ally bin Laden and his group there 
fighting against the Russians. And that 
was their contribution to Afghanistan 
in the fight against the Soviets.

Well, after the Soviets withdrew from 
Afghanistan, after the mujahedin vic-
tory, instead of helping these people re-
build their country, and we can be 
proud we helped them fight off the So-
viets with giving them the weapon sys-
tems they needed, but we did not help 
them at that point rebuild their coun-
try. In fact, America simply walked 

VerDate Sep 04 2002 02:06 Sep 12, 2002 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00037 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K11SE7.051 H11PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH6210 September 11, 2002
away and let them sleep in the rubble. 
We did not even help them dig up the 
land mines that we had given them to 
defeat the Soviet army. And so little 
young kids, little kids from Afghani-
stan have been blowing off their legs 
ever since. And they cannot even treat 
their young people because they do not 
have the medicines to do so because we 
have not been there to help. 

There was an agreement, however, as 
we left. It was probably not a formal 
agreement; probably just an under-
standing to let Saudi Arabia and Paki-
stan oversee that region. So we walked 
away from Afghanistan and the entire 
region. Instead of insisting on a gov-
ernment that reflected the will and 
values of the Afghan people, we left 
them in the hands of the Saudis and 
the Pakistanis. 

For several years, there was chaos 
and fighting. Not as bad as before, but 
there was fighting that continued, and 
the Saudis then unleashed their ace in 
the hole. We had left, but the Saudis 
had been preparing for this eventu-
ality. The term Taliban means student 
and refers to those who spent most of 
the war against Soviet occupation not 
fighting the Russians. That was a 
whole different group of guys. That was 
the mujahedin. No, the Taliban were in 
schools, so-called religious schools, in 
Pakistan. Later, they emerged from 
these schools seemingly out of no-
where, but in fact trained, armed and 
financed by Saudi Arabia and Paki-
stan. 

Within 6 months, they had conquered 
over two-thirds of the country, includ-
ing Kabul, the capital city. But just as 
it was in Orwell’s Animal Farm, vi-
cious dogs were surreptitiously nur-
tured and then suddenly unleashed to 
do the bidding of pigs. 

Just a reminder: Many pundits fail to 
understand the difference between the 
mujahedin and the Taliban. The former 
fought the war against Soviet occupa-
tion troops. That was the mujahedin. 
The latter, the Taliban, arrived on the 
scene much later. And in the end, the 
same mujahedin who helped defeat the 
Soviets were our allies in this last year 
in driving the Taliban out of power. 
The mujahedin, the good people of Af-
ghanistan, have stood with us twice. 
Let us pledge that we will not walk 
away from them again. Let us help 
them rebuild their country. 

Let the record show that I had spent 
a year trying to prevent the Taliban 
from coming to power at that time. My 
goal right after the end of the war with 
the Soviets was to try to bring the old 
King Zahir Shah back from his exile in 
Rome. Zahir Shah was one of the most 
beloved and pro-western of his people. 
He was anxious to serve as a transition 
leader that would lead his country to a 
new political system that was based on 
democratic elections; on ballots in-
stead of bullets. As I say, he was an 
honest, kind man, with a good heart, 
and respected by all the people of Af-
ghanistan. 

Instead, the king was pushed aside, 
or should I say he was kept on the side-

lines. And I might add that our own 
State Department played a major role 
in ensuring that this positive alter-
native did not come to power. Instead, 
the Taliban assumed power with the 
acquiescence if not the support of the 
Clinton administration. Knowing there 
was nothing more I could do, I hoped 
for the best. I tried my best to try to 
prevent the Taliban from getting into 
power. Now they were there, our gov-
ernment seemed to be going along with 
it, so all I could do is sort of hope for 
the best. 

However, within a month or so, the 
tyrannical ways of these religious 
kooks made it clear to me and to ev-
eryone that they had to go. Yes, it was 
clear to me, but I take that back, it 
was not clear to everyone, because the 
Clinton administration could never 
seem to come to that conclusion, that 
the Taliban had to go. In under-
standing who should be accountable for 
9–11, we must understand that the 
State Department, under President 
Clinton, was never anti-Taliban. Our 
State Department, probably under the 
President’s direction, undermined 
those efforts aimed at undermining the 
Taliban. So those of us who were anti-
Taliban found ourselves the target of 
the State Department rather than hav-
ing the State Department target the 
Taliban for their misdeeds. 

In several personal instances I was 
involved with helping obtain medical 
and humanitarian support for people in 
the areas of Afghanistan that was not 
yet under Taliban control. I was 
thwarted by our own government. I was 
thwarted by our own State Depart-
ment. NGOs with aid for Afghans who 
were in areas that were controlled by 
the Taliban, on the other hand, had no 
trouble with our government. They had 
some other troubles that, of course, the 
Taliban gave them themselves, but our 
government was perfectly happy to 
have NGOs operating in Taliban-con-
trolled areas but stopping people like 
myself who were trying to help those 
people in areas that were opposed to 
the Taliban. 

In mid 1988, however, even with this 
tacit support from the Clinton admin-
istration, the Taliban were incredibly 
vulnerable. They had overextended 
themselves in an invasion of the north-
ern part of Afghanistan, and many of 
their best, if not most of their best, 
fighters were captured, along with 
huge amounts of war supplies. The road 
to Kabul was open. And who interceded 
to prevent the collapse of the Taliban 
at this pivotal moment? Who pulled 
their chestnuts out of the fire? Presi-
dent Clinton, personally. 

At this moment of maximum Taliban 
vulnerability, the White House dis-
patched Assistant Secretary of State 
Rick Inderfurth and Bill Richardson, 
then our United Nations ambassador. 
They flew to northern Afghanistan and 
convinced the anti-Taliban forces not 
to attack and not to retake Kabul, but, 
instead, to accept a cease-fire and an 
arms embargo. 

This is at the moment, and I cannot 
stress this more forcefully, it was at a 
pivotal moment. The Taliban could 
easily have been defeated. The North-
ern Alliance was willing to accept a re-
turn of King Zahir Shah to lead a tran-
sition government. Instead, under the 
direction of the Clinton White House, 
these two top U.S. Government offi-
cials, Assistant Secretary of State 
Rick Inderfurth and U.N. Ambassador 
Bill Richardson, arrived on the scene 
to convince the anti-Taliban forces to 
stand back. And we thus saved this fa-
natical, anti-western regime from 
being destroyed and being defeated. 

This later led to a dramatic defeat of 
the anti-Taliban forces. The cease-fire 
lasted only long enough for the Saudis 
and the Pakistanis to fully rearm the 
Taliban. And the arms embargo that 
Bill Richardson and Rick Inderfurth 
talked about, was only effective 
against the anti-Taliban forces, which 
are the people called the Northern Alli-
ance. Think about that. We talked 
them into a cease-fire, which lasted 
only long enough for the Taliban to 
rearm. We talked them into an arms 
embargo, which was only an arms em-
bargo against them. 

Again, this was one of the major 
turning points that led to 9–11. Later, 
the Taliban, with their supplies replen-
ished, went on the offensive and turned 
their country into a staging area for 
terrorism. So the Taliban ended up, 
with the Clinton administration’s 
somewhat blessings, of taking over all 
but a sliver of Afghanistan. That por-
tion, of course, that little sliver, was 
under the command of Commander 
Massoud, who stood alone in the Panjir 
Valley, a hero against the war on the 
Soviets. Now he was all that was left to 
resist the tyranny of the Taliban.

b 1545 

This is where bin Laden makes his of-
ficial entrance. Behind the scenes, his 
foreigners, his radicals, had been there 
and been the Taliban shock troops for 
a long time. They murdered anyone 
and everyone who got in the way and 
ran roughshod over people all over Af-
ghanistan. bin Laden had already de-
clared war on the United States, and 
had already killed military personnel 
and bombed U.S. embassies. The 
Taliban permitted them to use their 
country as a base of operations. 

Yes, the Clinton administration re-
peatedly demanded that bin Laden be 
given up or at least kicked out of Af-
ghanistan. Yet there they were using 
all of these words making demands, yet 
they never seemed to care enough to 
help Massoud or help any of the others 
who wanted to resist the Taliban. 

So what was the Taliban leadership 
to think? Well, of course they thought 
that the United States Government 
really did not mean what it was saying. 
They believed it was simply posturing 
for domestic political consideration. 
This is like when the Clinton adminis-
tration went to China and demanded 
human rights reform and then never 
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put any type of force behind that de-
mand. 

So our government made it clear to 
the Taliban by our inaction to support 
anyone who was opposing the Taliban 
that our demands on them actually 
were just made for public consumption 
here, and that we were actually more 
concerned with our deal, whatever that 
deal was, with Pakistan and Saudi Ara-
bia and that we were more concerned 
with that than anything going on with-
in Afghanistan, including bin Laden. 
Why would the tough guys in the 
Taliban think that we cared about 
human rights abuses, about their treat-
ing women like cattle, about their har-
boring of terrorists like bin Laden, and 
about their rejection of even a consid-
eration of free elections of any kind 
when we were not doing anything 
about it? We did not, as I say, support 
Massoud; and, in fact, when several of 
us tried to help those resisting the 
Taliban, it was our government, the 
State Department, that got in our way. 

Let us be fair about it. If that is the 
impression the Taliban got, we should 
admit it. Our government at that time 
was not serious about democracy, 
human rights and such in Afghanistan. 
We were not serious about their form 
of government or even their harboring 
of bin Laden because our government 
in that administration did nothing.

What all this means is that if we 
stray too far from our basic principles 
as a country, it is going to end up hurt-
ing us. If we stray too far from the fun-
damental principles that make us 
Americans, a love of liberty and jus-
tice, a belief in the democratic proce-
dures to guide men, and permit people 
to guide their own destinies and secure 
their own destinies through election 
processes, if we ignore these principles, 
it will come back to hurt the United 
States of America. 

Over the years, I complained over 
and over again; and I will submit for 
the record quotes of mine that warned 
America that we must act against the 
Taliban. I did this for years. 

Well, obviously there was another 
policy. I am just a lone Congressman. I 
do not make policy. I try to influence 
policymakers. But my warnings, re-
peated warnings, were not heeded. 

Well, who was responsible for the 
policies that left the Taliban free from 
domestic rivals, the policy that left 
them free from outside opposition, that 
left them free from the pressure to de-
mocratize and respect human rights? 
Who was responsible for these policies? 
How about Madeleine Albright? How 
about President Clinton? They could 
not get themselves to endorse any 
meaningful action against the Taliban 
even after we had been attacked in 
Saudi Arabia, blowing up our military 
bases there, our military installations, 
our living quarters there, or the blow-
ing up of U.S. embassies in Africa. 

Furthermore, there is ample evidence 
that in the last administration they 
passed up promising opportunities to 
take out bin Laden. I, for example, sev-

eral years ago during the Clinton ad-
ministration contacted the CIA to let 
them know that I had an informant 
who knew exactly where bin Laden 
was, that he was out of Afghanistan, 
and that he was willing to pinpoint bin 
Laden for them. I gave them my con-
tact’s phone number. They never 
called. After a week, I called my friend 
back and said, Did the CIA get with 
you? No. 

I went to the CIA again and ex-
plained that this person had impec-
cable credentials of knowing what was 
going on in Afghanistan. They would 
get to him, but they did not. A week 
later they still had not called. Then I 
went and complained to the chairman 
of the Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. GOSS), whom I respect; and I 
told him what happened. 

The next day he had a meeting in 
this building with representatives of 
the NSA, the CIA, and the FBI. It was 
the bin Laden task force. I told them 
what had happened and that my friend 
could pinpoint bin Laden, and that he 
had been ignored for 2 weeks. They 
would get to it. 

Guess what, a week later my friend 
still had not been contacted. By then 
the trail was cold. But when I went to 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
GOSS), it got action and my friend was 
called. He said it was a lackadaisical 
call. It looked like it was a pro forma 
call. 

Does that sound like an administra-
tion committed to getting bin Laden? 
No. Let the record show there were nu-
merous opportunities to get bin Laden 
and not one was exploited. The govern-
ment of Sudan tried to give the U.S. a 
complete file on bin Laden and his 
whole gang. Madeleine Albright person-
ally turned that down. 

I know of a situation at the Defense 
Intelligence Agency where a young an-
alyst felt there was a lack of informa-
tion about Afghanistan and that lack 
of information was threatening to our 
national security. She wanted to get 
the information. She wanted to go up 
to Massoud’s territory and find out 
what was going on because we did not 
know what was happening in Afghani-
stan. She was denied, and she had the 
gall on her own time, on her own vaca-
tion time, to go there to Massoud’s 
stronghold to try to get that informa-
tion. I think someone like that should 
get a medal. Instead, she was fired. 

I personally asked the general who 
then headed up the DIA not to fire her. 
She got the ax anyway. By the way, 
there is no indication that the DIA, the 
Defense Intelligence Agency, warned 
anybody about the attack on 9–11, even 
though the murder of Commander 
Massoud 2 days prior to the attack in 
New York should have set off alarm 
bells. Of course they had fired the one 
person who was conscientious about 
Afghanistan. They had fired that per-
son for being too conscientious, over 
the objection of a Member of Congress 
who pleaded that that was the type of 
responsible behavior we needed. 

I say this because the death of Com-
mander Massoud had a special signifi-
cance to me. I had known Commander 
Massoud for many years, even before I 
went to Afghanistan in 1988. During my 
time in the White House, he sent his 
brother to me; and we continued a 
communication through third parties 
over the years. He was a man I deeply 
respected. He was a hero; not to say he 
did not make mistakes. Certainly he 
made mistakes, and he did some things 
wrong. But over years of fighting, ev-
erybody makes mistakes. But Massoud 
was a hero. He was a giant of a man. 

Mr. Speaker, 2 days before they at-
tacked us, they murdered Massoud. It 
took the wind right out of my lungs. I 
had been to his stronghold 5 years be-
fore. I visited him in the mountains of 
Afghanistan. Our friendship was close, 
and I respected him. We worked out an 
agreement to have King Zahir Shah re-
turn and that Massoud would support 
that if the King would lead a transition 
government and have honest elections 
2 years later. He was willing to support 
that, and then the Taliban killed him. 

After I had gotten myself together 
after his death, I knew that it must be 
because they are going to attack the 
United States. That is why the Taliban 
killed him, so we could not have any-
one to turn to, to rally behind in our 
counterattack. So the next day I called 
the White House. I asked to speak to 
Condoleezza Rice, and I wanted a meet-
ing with her and the National Security 
Council because there was an attack 
that would soon befall the United 
States of America. 

They got back to me, and said, Con-
gressman, we take your opinions on Af-
ghanistan and elsewhere very seri-
ously, but we are very busy. Can you 
come tomorrow? The earliest we can fit 
you in is 2:00 tomorrow. I woke up on 9–
11 expecting to have a meeting with 
Condoleezza Rice and the National Se-
curity Council at the White House to 
warn them that there was an imminent 
attack planned on the United States 
and to take seriously any possible 
threat that they saw. Unfortunately, at 
8:45, the planes began crashing into the 
buildings in New York. 

So here we are. One year ago our 
country was blind-sided, attacked 
without warning, resulting in the 
slaughter of 3,000 Americans. As I have 
just discussed, this represents a failure 
of policy and a failure of the people be-
hind that policy, primarily those in the 
Clinton administration, not because of 
politics, but because they happen to be 
there at the time. Who knows if it 
would have been a Republican adminis-
tration. It was George Bush who 
walked away originally and left the 
Pakistanis and the Saudis in charge of 
that region. But it was during the Clin-
ton administration that the Taliban 
took over, consolidated their power in 
Afghanistan, and turned that country 
into a base of operations for anti-
American terrorists. The American re-
sponse is undermining those who op-
pose the Taliban. 
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This leads me to my conclusion that 

our policy was part of an agreement 
with the Saudis and the Pakistanis to 
keep the Taliban in power. The attack, 
however, reflects more than a failure of 
policy. It reflects more than just that 
policy. The attack which was carried 
out by a terrorist organization, a ter-
rorist organization that we had been 
told over and over again was the num-
ber one target of U.S. intelligence, that 
organization, the number one target of 
U.S. intelligence, was able to launch an 
attack of this scope and of this mag-
nitude requiring millions of dollars and 
the coordination of hundreds of people 
against the United States. The number 
one target of U.S. intelligence was able 
to slaughter 3,000 Americans, to blind-
side us. This represents a catastrophic 
failure of America’s intelligence sys-
tem; it is a failure of the DIA, the CIA, 
the NSA, the FBI, and the rest of the 
intelligence alphabet soup here in 
Washington, D.C. 

We spend tens of billions of dollars 
every year, and the number one target 
of American intelligence is able to or-
ganize and pull off an operation of this 
scale. The magnitude of the screw-up 
boggles my mind. 

Now we know there were warnings. 
The BBC is reporting that just 2 
months before 9–11, the foreign min-
ister of the Taliban was so upset about 
the terrorist plot that he had heard of 
that he sent an emissary to an Amer-
ican consulate in nearby Pakistan to 
warn the United States of a pending at-
tack.

b 1600
But no one listened to him. Then we 

know of FBI field agents who were 
pleading that attention be paid to the 
terrorist ties of certain students who 
were being trained to fly airplanes. 
These FBI agents were chastised for 
going around channels. They had to go 
through channels, but they were so 
concerned that the people in front of 
them were not acting, they tried to get 
the attention of Washington but were 
chastised for not going through chan-
nels and they were ignored. The list of 
failures goes on and on. 

I will just say that on 9–11, that 
something like that happened to me in-
dicates the type of mindset we are 
dealing with, even after the attack. On 
9–11, when the planes had already 
crashed into the buildings, I realized, 
everyone realized it was an attack 
from Afghanistan, based on the terror-
ists based in Afghanistan, and I called 
the king of Afghanistan. I wanted to 
know if there was anyone there pro-
tecting him. 

‘‘Do you have any police there pro-
tecting you?’’ 

‘‘No.’’ 
‘‘Are there any police outside your 

door?’’ Remember, the king of Afghani-
stan is in Rome, exiled in Rome. ‘‘Are 
there any policemen outside your 
door?’’ 

‘‘No, there aren’t.’’ 
‘‘Are there any people inside your 

compound with you protecting you?’’ 

‘‘No.’’ 
I said, ‘‘Is there anyone there with a 

gun to protect you?’’ 
He said no. 
I said, oh, my gosh, our number one 

asset, the one man who the people of 
Afghanistan could rally behind now 
that they have killed Massoud, only 
the king, Zahir Shah, was someone we 
could rally the people behind to coun-
terattack against the Taliban, and he 
was hanging out there in the wind. He 
was totally exposed. 

So I talked to someone, a very high 
official in one of our intelligence agen-
cies. I told him, and he said he realized 
the importance of Zahir Shah and he 
was totally exposed, and he was vulner-
able. And, guess what? Five hours later 
I happened to talk to that same high 
level official again. I can tell you when 
I asked him about, well, Zahir Shah, is 
he under guard now, his response to me 
was, ‘‘You don’t expect us to act that 
fast, do you?’’ 

Give me a break. Of course we expect 
our people to act that fast. You are 
within a phone call’s distance of the 
Marine guards who guard our embassy 
in Rome. Our ambassador, or whoever 
was there, could have gone over and 
picked up the king or sent Marines 
over to protect him, or the agency has 
people in Rome, et cetera, et cetera. 

Instead, 5 hours later, after 3,000 of 
our people, at that time we thought it 
was 20,000 people had been slaughtered, 
but you do not expect us to act that 
fast, do you? 

The people in our intelligence com-
munity are, by and large, fine and dedi-
cated people. I will tell you that right 
now. I respect them, but those individ-
uals who may have my respect as peo-
ple of good hearts and are patriots, 
they are now part of a bureaucratic be-
hemoth. 

We are relying on what has become 
organizationally incompetent, a sys-
tem in which individuals get fired for 
showing initiative, like that young an-
alyst at the DIA, or they get rep-
rimanded, like those FBI field agents, 
for begging attention on some pressing 
threat. 

We need to reform the system and 
make it better. To do so we need to 
hold those accountable who made er-
rors and to change the structure and 
mindset. Most importantly, we need to 
change the structure and the mindset 
of our intelligence organizations. We 
cannot let the cloak of secrecy be used 
to shield the consequences of failure 
and incompetence. 

For that reason I voted for an inves-
tigation of 9–11, not just that it be done 
by our Congressional oversight com-
mittees. And I have great respect for 
those leading those committees and 
members of those committees, but I be-
lieve that it should be also the respon-
sibility of an independent commission 
on the level of the Warren Commission 
and perhaps the commission we estab-
lished after Pearl Harbor to get all the 
facts about this historical failure of 
U.S. intelligence. 

Let me stress again that I have tre-
mendous respect for and trust for the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. GOSS) and 
the others in the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence here in the 
House, but a redundancy like we are 
calling for with an independent com-
mission looking into the problem as 
well cannot in any way hurt. An inde-
pendent commission could do nothing 
but contribute to the understanding of 
the idea pool that is needed to reform 
and to fix the system. 

This anniversary is with us today. We 
must commit ourselves to see that 
such surprise attacks will never again 
be successfully launched against the 
United States. We will accomplish this 
by making the changes in policy and 
the changes in personnel that are need-
ed to keep our country secure. 

We must change the way we deal 
with Saudi Arabia. We must evaluate 
how we dealt with Afghanistan and 
admit that it was horrendously wrong. 
The people behind those policies, espe-
cially those people who are still in in-
fluential positions in the State Depart-
ment and elsewhere, must understand 
that they bear a significant share of 
the responsibility for the death and de-
struction that fell on America one year 
ago today. 

The arrogant so-called experts, for 
example, who shoved aside exiled King 
Zahir Shah for years, they shoved him 
aside for two decades, claiming that he 
was too old to play a positive role in 
bringing about a better Afghanistan 
and peace in Afghanistan. They were so 
absolutely wrong. People in the State 
Department should find out who it was 
who pushed this idea that the Zahir 
Shah could not participate, and those 
people should be talked to, and those 
people should look in the mirror and 
think very seriously about what they 
did to contribute to this loss of Amer-
ican life. 

In essence, they kept the Taliban in 
power, because they prevented us from 
getting behind a positive alternative, 
whether it was Massoud or the others 
fighting the Taliban, or whether it was 
Zahir Shah. In essence, they kept the 
Taliban in power until 3,000 Americans 
were slaughtered by an attack that was 
launched from Taliban-controlled ter-
ritory. 

We were attacked a year ago today, 
and over these last 12 months our mili-
tary has been able to launch a counter-
attack that has dislodged the Taliban 
and sent them, along with their ter-
rorist allies, the al Qaeda, running for 
cover and running to hide their heads. 

Our military has done a tremendous 
job. They did this in a landlocked coun-
try halfway around the world. This has 
been a magnificent victory for our 
country and for its military. To the de-
gree that we sort of have questions 
about the need to restructure our intel-
ligence system, we need to praise our 
military and make sure that we build 
upon the success of our military. They 
need certain amounts of changes, too, 
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but we need to do that with the mili-
tary. We can see the positive things 
they have done and build upon that. 

This has been a magnificent victory. 
If bin Laden is alive today, he is in hid-
ing and he is spending all of his hours 
not trying to launch some attack on 
us, but instead he is spending his time 
trying not to be captured. He could be 
spending his time mapping out attacks 
on the United States. Instead, thanks 
to the expertise and bravery and cour-
age and great job our military has 
done, we have bin Laden and his likes 
in hiding, looking over their shoulders, 
freezing their assets, not able to launch 
another attack of the magnitude that 
we suffered one year ago today. 

We have accomplished all of this, a 
tremendous accomplishment in a coun-
try on the other side of the world, land-
locked. We did this with fewer than 50 
American combat deaths. We dislodged 
the Taliban government from power, 
we destroyed the regime, we dislodged 
the terrorists, all with fewer than 50 
American combat deaths. 

Yes, there have been some mistakes, 
and in every combat situation there 
are. If accidentally a house or area is 
bombed, if we bombed some of our 
friends accidentally, which has hap-
pened, we just need to admit that it 
was a mistake and help those people re-
build. They will understand, because 
the Afghan people are praising us as 
their liberators. We have fought beside 
the mujahedin again, the freedom 
fighters of Afghanistan again, to free 
their land from the Taliban tyranny. 
As I say, there have been mistakes, but 
compared to what has been accom-
plished, this mission gets an A. 

Let me note that I have two com-
plaints. They are small complaints and 
the Afghan people will put up with 
them for now, but I think that we need 
to pay attention. 

Number one, I do not believe Karzai 
was the right guy to pick. He does not 
have a wide base of support in Afghani-
stan. When the loya jirga was held, we 
should have permitted the king to 
emerge, as would have naturally hap-
pened. I think there was some wheeling 
and dealing going on that led to 
Karzai’s ascension, and the king could 
have been there. He was the natural 
choice. 

But I believe the Afghan people have 
good hearts and understanding. They 
know we are there to help them. They 
know there are political consider-
ations. But they are demanding, of 
course, free elections in 2 years, and 
that is what we should be doing, mak-
ing sure that we keep that pledge and 
that there are free elections. And if 
they want to elect anybody, whether it 
is Karzai or a member of the royal fam-
ily or whoever it is, they should have a 
right to do so. We should work with 
them and help to rebuild their country, 
and that will be one way to really de-
feat the Taliban and really defeat al 
Qaeda. The people of Afghanistan have 
looked at us as liberators. 

The other concern is about drugs. We 
have not eliminated the drug produc-

tion in Afghanistan. The poppy crop 
was not destroyed. We have got to do 
so next year. That commitment has to 
be there. That drug money goes into 
bad hands. 

Finally, let us take a look at the 
challenge we have today and look 
ahead a year. The President has wisely 
suggested that now is the time for us 
to eliminate that threat that hangs 
over us and has hung over us for 10 
years. We did not complete the job in 
the Gulf War. We left Saddam Hussein 
in power. That was the gift that George 
Bush, Sr., gave to us. George Bush, Jr., 
is going to make up for that. He has 
committed us to eliminating the dic-
tatorial, fascistic regime of Saddam 
Hussein. 

We should not be weary of this. In 
fact, we should know that Saddam Hus-
sein has less support in Iraq than the 
Taliban had support in Afghanistan. 
Our strategy should be to help the peo-
ple of Iraq liberate themselves from 
this monstrous regime headed by Sad-
dam Hussein. The people of Iraq will be 
waving American flags and dancing in 
the street because we will help them 
build a democratic society. We can do 
so with the same strategy as we did in 
Afghanistan, work with Special Forces 
teams and air support. We can support 
those people who want to fight for 
their own freedom. It worked in Af-
ghanistan, it will work in Iraq. We 
should not have fear and trepidation 
about getting rid of this threat of Sad-
dam Hussein. He is, as George Shultz 
suggested, a rattlesnake in our front 
yard, and we should not wait until he 
bites us to cut its head off. 

Now we can move forward in Iraq and 
eliminate that threat, as we have 
eliminated the Taliban threat, and we 
can do so not by sending huge numbers 
of American forces, but by helping the 
people in Iraq, as we did in Afghani-
stan, to liberate themselves. That is 
what the challenge the President is 
giving us is. That is why we as Ameri-
cans should always stand for those peo-
ple who want to live in a free society 
and are willing with their courage and 
blood to fight for their freedom, but 
need our help logistically, need our air 
support, perhaps need our advice from 
our Special Forces teams. 

So, as we remember 9–11, let us never 
repeat that, by being proactive in the 
future. Where there are dictatorships 
and fascist regimes, like the Taliban, 
and if they threaten the West and the 
United States, we do not have to do 
with this all regimes that are dictato-
rial, but if they threaten us, let us 
work with the people who suffer with a 
boot on their face and with an iron grip 
around their necks, let us work with 
those people to help them free them-
selves. 

We have on the floor of the House of 
Representatives two pictures, one of 
George Washington, a great painting of 
George Washington, and a painting of 
Lafayette. Lafayette came here during 
the American Revolution to help us 
win our freedom. Let us not forget the 

French helped us win our freedom, and 
that people like Lafayette were heroes 
to early Americans. 

While we must serve that same role 
that Lafayette served to us, we must 
serve that role to those people overseas 
who long for liberty and justice. If we 
do so, we will be the light of the world. 
We will be the hope of all the young 
people in the Muslim countries who are 
looking for some people who believe in 
something, rather than people who are 
talking about stability and keeping the 
status quo. 

We need to be the ones who offer 
moral alternatives, and the morality 
we offer is democratic government and 
a respect for human rights, treating 
people decently. Our flag should stand 
for justice and hope. If we do, rather 
than the type of things we were doing 
in the 1990s with Communist China and 
the Taliban and all of these regimes, 
where we were not doing anything to 
make it clear that we honestly and sin-
cerely believed these founding prin-
ciples of our society, if we do that, we 
will be free and we will be safe.

b 1615 
There is a dynamic in this world be-

tween peace and freedom. Freedom to-
morrow will bring peace. Just as we 
lived under the threat of some sort of 
war with the Soviet Union, the Soviet 
people, the Russian people were never 
our enemies. It was that system. As 
soon as we made it a fight between 
communism and democracy and 
stopped just supporting any dictator-
ship that was against the Communists, 
the Communist system itself began to 
crumble in Moscow, and no one was 
more heroic in that fight against the 
Soviet dictatorship than the people of 
Afghanistan. They fought and they 
bled and they gave us a more peaceful 
and a freer world. 

We did not do what was right by 
them. We did not help them rebuild 
their country at that time; we did not 
stick with them. We left it up to the 
Saudis and the Pakistanis. We have a 
chance now to make up for that. But 
we must persevere in helping them re-
build their country; and that will ce-
ment peace in that region, because peo-
ple will believe in us again. We need, 
again, to make sure that we become 
the force for liberty and justice and de-
cent treatment for people all over the 
world, and that is where we will find 
America’s security. Let us have the 
courage to do so. Our President has 
charted a wise course, and we should 
have the tenacity and the courage to 
follow this through now that we have 
learned after 9–11 that there are con-
sequences to pay when we do not. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF H. CON. RES. 464, 
PATRIOT DAY RESOLUTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
OTTER). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
BENTSEN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support today of H.Con. Resolution 464, 
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